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Tweedie, Ron

LTPP TRAFFIC MONITORING SURVEY

Panel Moderator: Ron Tweedie

Panelists:

Koney Archuleta, Mulder Brown,
David Scott, Tony Manch

In the spring of 1996, the FHWA LTPP Program staff conducted a survey of
State D O T  and the Canadian Provinces to gain a better understanding of the
influences affecting monitored traffic data submitted as part of the LTPP data
collection effort. This survey was a sequel to a similar survey conducted in 1994
which resulted in several specific actions by FHWA and AASHTO.  (See first
overhead)

The purpose of this session is to present the results of the second survey and to
provide a forum for dialogue on WIM equipment, software, and data procedures
between a panel of state DOT experts and the audience.

Observations:

The collection of WIM and vehicle classification for the LTPP research project is
improving but still falls short of meeting the research objectives. The states and
provinces continue to have problems with equipment reliability, data processing,
and staff support for the program. Communication between pavement
engineers, who designed the project, and traffic engineers, who collect the data,
is still problematic. It is the consensus of the session attendees that given the
results available thus far, the LTPP program staff should revisit the research
design and make the corrections necessary to improve the chances of success
during the remainder of the project.
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TPP Traffic Monitoring Survey

Ron Tweedie. New York DOT,
Moderator .

Regional Presenters:
Dave Scott, Vermont DOT
Tony Manch,  Ohio DOT
Mulder Brown, Florida DOT
Koney Archuletta,  California DOT
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NATDAC ‘94 Follow-Up

l Circuit Riders
l  QC Procedures

,., l State Contacts  
l Regional User Groups

 
l Best Practices Handbook
l Pooled Fund Study
l Mid-Term Review
l Customer Satisfaction Resurvey
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Top Two obstacles in meeting
the data collection needs

H Malfunctioning data collection
equipment (ranked largest

  n Not enough personnel to    collect, process and/or submit
data (ranked second largest
obstacle)

 

Other was ranked #3: “Other” could be renamed to “Funding
Limitations”
*Budget limitation (New Brunswick)
*Lack of dedicated resources to perform woprk and keep equipment
functional (New York)
*Not enough personnel to maintain (Minnesota)
*Low funding priority (South Carolina)
*Uncertain funding (California)
-No money (Oregon)
*Insufficient funds & staff to keep equipment in road repaired
(Washington)
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OBSERVATIONS

- Equipmen t Reliability -

-  Multiple Use of Data - Yes!!!
n Commitment - 90%+
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